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Bodotria Goodsir, 1843 (Crustacea, Cumacea): proposed conservation
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Abstract. The purpose of this application is the conservation of the generic name
Bqdotria Goodsir, 1843, of cumacean crustaceans by the suppression of the senior

synonym CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1828.

1. During the preparation of the volume on the order Cumacea for the series

Crustaceorum Catalogus, several nomenclatural problems came to light that can only

be solved through the use of the plenary powers by the International Commission on

Zoological Nomenclature.

2. This case concerns the generic name CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1 828, which for the

last seventy-five years has been rejected as a junior homonym, but which now proves to

be the valid name for the genus in question.

3. In 1828 H. Milne Edwards (1828, p. 287) described a new genus of Crustacea

which he named Cumaand to which he assigned a single new species, Cumaaudouinii.

Agassiz ( 1 846, p. 112) amended the name to Cyma.

4. The name Cumawas soon accepted and in 1 846 was made type of a family which

Kroyer (1846, p. 203) spelt Cumacea. This family name has since been spelt cumidae

and the name Cumacea used for the order to which the family belongs. This ordinal

name is still in current use.

5. Stebbing ( 1 900, p. 6 1 0) discovered the existence of an older name Cuma, viz. Cuma
Humphrey, 1797, published in Museum Calonnianum (p. 35) for a genus of molluscs.

Stebbing then rejected the generic name CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1828, as a junior

homonym of Cuma Humphrey, 1797, and substituted the oldest junior (subjective)

synonym Bodotria Goodsir, 1 843 (p. 128), type species Bodotria arenosa Goodsir, 1 843

(p. 128). For the group name Cumacea, Stebbing (1900) proposed the new replacement

name Sympoda.

6. In the years immediately following publication of Stebbing's discovery, there was

much opposition to these changes. As a compromise, G. O. Sars (1914, p. 1) proposed

the new name Cumaea as a substitute for CumaH. Milne Edwards; this was spelled

Cumoa in the Russian translation (1914, p. 2) of his article which appeared simul-

taneously with the English original. Neither name has subsequently been treated as

valid.
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7. After Stebbing's revision of the entire order Sympoda ( = Cumacea) was
published in 1913, the name Bodotria was generally accepted and the name Cuma
disappeared entirely from carcinological literature. However, the name Sympoda did

not gain acceptance and the order is currently still called Cumacea by all workers.

8. Museum Calonniamtm, in which the name CumaHumphrey, 1797 was first pub-

lished, was rejected for nomenclatural purposes by the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature in Opinion 51 (Stiles, 1912). CwwaHumphrey, 1797 is there-

fore not an available name and does not preoccupy CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1828,

which thereby becomes the valid name for the genus. Stebbing wrote his monograph
before Opinion 51 existed and neither he nor other Cumacea specialists subsequently

noticed that Cuma H. Milne Edwards was a valid name. The names Cumacea and
Bodotria have been used side by side to the almost total exclusion of Sympoda and Cuma
in the literature since 1 9 1 3 (a representative list of papers is held by the Secretariat). The
family-group name bodotriidae was established by Scott (1901, p. 273).

9. It could be argued that usage of the oldest name, CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1828,

would have the advantage of providing a sound basis for the name Cumacea for the

order and that its reintroduction would not result in the switch of a well known name
from one genus to another, since the name Cumahas never been used for another genus

of Crustacea and practically never for any other taxon in the Animal Kingdom. Never-

theless, considerable confusion would result from switching back to the name Cuma
and abandoning the widely accepted name Bodotria. one of the best known generic

names in Cumacean literature and the only one used for this genus for at least the last 75

years. The genus Bodotria Goodsir, 1843 { = Cuma H. Milne Edwards, 1828) has a

practically world-wide distribution and at present has 46 species and two subspecies.

Several of these species are very common and have formed the basis of biological,

ecological and anatomical studies.

10. Hence, this application is submitted to conserve the name Bodotria Goodsir,

1843. Meanwhile, in conformity with Article 80 (a) of the Code, the name Bodotria has

been adopted in the Crustaceorum Catalogus.

11. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly

asked:

( 1

)

to use its plenary powers to suppress the generic name CumaH. Milne Edwards,

1 828 for the purposes of the Principle of Priority but not for those of the Principle

of Homonymy;

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the name Bodotria

Goodsir, 1 843 (gender: feminine), type species by monotypy Bodotria arenosa

Goodsir, 1843;

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name arenosa

Goodsir, 1843, as published in the binomen Bodotria arenosa (specific name of

the type species oi Bodotria Goodsir, 1843);

(4) to place on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology the name

BODOTRIIDAEScott, 1901 (type gcnus Bodotria Goodsir, 1843);

(5) to place on the Official Index of and Rejected Invalid Generic Names in Zoology

the following names:

(a) CumaH. Milne Edwards, 1 828, as suppressed in ( 1 ) above;

(b) Cuma Humphrey, 1797 (included in a work rejected for nomenclatural

purposes).
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